seription “8, A. Douglas, the solitary exceptian,”
ing thereby that I was sapposed ton::‘ll_m nnlg'mmm
- of the Obio river who was willing to ltmsl-l;;m
out the Missouri compromise indefinitely e
throvgh our entire possessions. I was thén ae fieroely
“sad bitterly denounced for my support of the Missouri

compromise a8 [ nm now for my adv of self-govern-
ment in lien of it lmdimdm\thm

erime of inconsistency, in havin _that at one
time whioh I have been Jetal ta repealing st an-
g Other. Well, if I have changed my sotion u point,

pon
(I presume thoee who arraign me for it have also chunged
theirs, for when I supported the Missouri compromise
they opposed it, and never became reconciled to it until
1 sed ita repeal ag they had dene six years befare.
.ughm,l If 1 have changed, have they not also !
the only point to be settled between us is lfmpl{
this, which can give the best reasons for their course.
changed my action because their combined forces de-
ﬁlnd me of the power to maintain and curry out the
ssourl com : let. By voting it down in the
A\ House of Representatives; and, 2d. By the union of all
Y _parties in the Northern Stutes against it at the Presiden-
 Atinl election, These sre my reasons for ubandoning it.
‘Thow, what nre their reasous for supporting a measure
- which they once declared infamous and ceused to be
abendoned? Whon, in 1849, their assaults rendered it
necessary that I should speak at the State capital in vin-
ication of my character and the motives of wy support
- of the Missouri compromise, they denounced the compro-
mise, the epeech, and the sentiments snd principles it
Nooutained as an sbandonment of the elaims of freedom
and the rights of the North, These denunciations were
~ kept up to the very hour that I brought forward the Ne-
" braskn bill, when suddenly, as if nwuder the impulse of
some powerful convietion, ﬂ:{ stopped short in their ca-
reer of denunciution, mdliumt:ﬁ |=lp this very measure
against which they had e oll their powers of vi-
tuperation and abuse, embraced it **as a thing canonized
n the hearts of the American people,” and my speech its
‘ablest vindleation and defence, aud containing the only
“orthodox principles in support of the sacred cause of
‘freedom and in oppositio to the aggressions of the slave
‘power. - ; :
§: ’01 repent that the abandonment of the policy of settling
A the slavery question by a geographicallinein the manner
A I have stated produced all the excitement and sgitation
which ensued, and created the necessity for s new mode
of adjustment. The country was suddenly plunged into
‘o terrible sectional struggle. The North sud the South
were each mnde to believe that their respeotive rights
- were invaded, and that their honor and safety required
“them to marshal all their force in hostile array to repel
3 ons of the other. Thisstruggle was continued
til the wigest and best men in the couniry became
med for the safoty of the Republic and the perma-
pey of the Union. The venerable and immortal Clay,
#Bo had retired to the peaceful shades of Ashlund forthe
purpose o:xr:qzutug meelf {or another and a better
sphere of existence, felt enlled upon to leave his retreat
and agnin make his appearance in the Senate, the thea-
tre of bis usefulness, his trinmphs, and his glory. From
the moment of his appearance amongst us EE:e.- ceased to
be the gollant and resistless partisan leader of former
My, sud was now the representative of the patriotism
Afnd Union-loving sentiment of the country. He was
~ hailed snd recognised as the leader around whom sl
Union men, Whigs and Democrats, North and South, from
- ull sections ot the country, rallied as their champfm in
the glorions cause. During that eeseion of Congress
_there were no Whigs andno Democratsns sach in the par-
tisan sounse, but nil were Union men, with sound consti-
“tutional views and nationsl sentiments, in opposition to
_the funaties and sgitators whose measures, il not purpo-
.8es, led direcily to disunion and revelution, [Prolonged
% < npplause,
With Clay as our leader and Cass and Webster ae our
. champions, the Union men struggled in that memormble

- session of ten months for the adoption of & great fusda-
N mental principle as s rule of notion, in all foture times,
% n the organization of new Territories and the admissdon
B new States. [Cheers.

It having been found impossible to adbere to snd carry
| out the policy of a geographical line as inaugurated by
© the Missouri compromise, an imperative necessity exist-
*ed for the adoption of & principle just and constitutional,
and alike applieable to every portion of our wide-spread

ountry, which would net ouly furnish o satisfactory solu-
tion of existing difficulties, butin all future time aveid the
occurrence of similar perils, What was this principle !
- The recognition on the part of the Federal Government
~ of the right of every people to form and regnlate their
domestic concerns and iaternal pelicy in nccordance with
eir own views, with no other limitation than that which
e Constitution of the United States imposes.
. The resalt of this principle was to gusrantes to the
- people of all new Territorifs and States comiug into the
" Union the right, which it is believed the Constitution of

the United States had alveady secnrved, but which the
'\ Missouri compromise ha( taken away, of determining the

| question of slavery for themselves, irrespective of their
! ;,&Antiun north or south of uny parallel of latitude. [Ap-

i\

plavse.] I will not weary you with a detail of the inci-
i | dents attending that long session and with whiak the
A country is familiar, I may be permitted to remark, how-
4 ever, that for more than five months of that eventiul pe-
riod we assembled each day in the committee room, with
] Clay in'the chair and Cnss and Webster upon the right
. and lefs, to consult what plan of operations could be
- adopted to thwart the mad schemes of the fanatics and
" disunioniste, until the great prineciple for which we were
. coutending should be carried and eventually triumph.
That principle did triumph in the adoption of that sys-
“tem of measures known as the compromise of 1850. Cuali-
fornin was veceived into the Unmion with a constitution
. containing just such provisions upon the sulject of slave-
3 as Ler own people, when left free to decide for them.
selves without any interference or dictation on the part
of Quppgress, enw fit to adopt.  [Appluuse.] :
. Utah and New Mexico were organized with an express
'gtipulation in their fundamental lnws that said Territo-
iries, or any part of either of them, should be received
“into the Union either with slavery or without, as their
| constitutions should prescribe at the time of admission,
By looking iuto the boundaries of Californin, Utah, and
"'.gw Mexieo, it will be ssem that this principle was ap-
plied to them witiout any reference to the line of 36°
307, or the source whence our title to ths country was
lerived. = That line cut California very nearly into equal
arts, and yet the same principle was appiled to the
hole countr{‘.
Althiongh Utah is situated entirely north of 86° 507,
d embraced territory acquired from France uander the
uigisna purchase to which the Missouri compromise
fid apply, as well ¢ territory acquired from Mexico, yet
the compromise of 1850 guarantied to those people the
right to decide the question of slavery for themselves in
every porticn of that territory, notwithstanding ibe Mis-
souri compromise denied them that right in a part, snd
“tho extension of it would have denied them the right in
the whole of it. . ,
[ New Mexieo inoluded large tracts of territory on both
L sides of the Missouri line, and was divided north and
south by the Rio del Norte, embracing large districts ac-
quired from Texns ny well as from Mexieo, togetber with
e emall tract which wag originally a part of the Louisiana
purchnse. In so much of the vountry aequired from
axas siluated north of 86° 50/ as was embraced within
e limits of New Mexioo, snd upon which a prohibition
tof slavery had previcusly existed, there was a gusranty
contained in the compromise of 1850 that the people
ishould no longer bo deprived of the right to settle the
Palovery question for themeelves in any portion of said
pterritory, notwitbstending the etipulation of the Mis.
ouri compromise thatslavery sh never exist therein.
Thus it appears that in the adoption of the compromise
of- 18560 no respect was paid to the fact whether the ter.
ritory lay nm:r:r south of 86° 30/, or to whether it was

|
|

slavery Lad been prohibited in any portion of it or not,
‘o the reason that the prineiple upon which the new plan
bl adjystment was founded rendered these considerations
putirely immaterisl, ince the policy of & geographical
ine had been shandoned.

When 1 returned to my home in this city in October,
850, immedintely aiter the consummidtion of this great
cheine -of adjustment; I found here a wild and waogry
pirit of bostility and resistance to (loze mossures, as
riolent nnd a8 determined as that which existed to the
Nebraska bill on my return this yesr. Itoke no pleasnre
n recurring to the scenes that weve then ennoted. The
Jommor Gouncll hnd prssed resolutions nullifying the
wa of the United Stat®s, and withholding the assistance

"tho police in their execoution. The standard of rebel-
ion against the Federal Government Lad been raised,
nd violent resistunce to the constituted aunthe was
hreatened. The dangers of bloodshed and civil war
remed imminent and almost unavoidable. It was nota
leasunt duty to sppear before the inhabitants of a city
]u excited and determined and vindioate s series of

ansures 50 unpopular and so odlous, and where the cur-
ent of opinion soomed so unanimous that & successful

ndieation appeared hopeless. Yot duty impelied me to
hake the effort. I defended each of the compromise
| keasures of 1850 in detail, and the whole as a system ;
sisting that eack was eminently just and right in iteelf,
substance and being founded on Sound con.
itutions! principles. [Applauge.]
3 to was published In rnphm-
m n cirenlated throughont thia State,
ad to some extent throughout the ‘whole country. 1If
: onl_w'ill‘ :;.hum _:-_wu;x to look %‘1‘ ch a
tulllﬂ ; me he will perceive
on of the sles of that plan |

erived from Mexico, Texas, or France, and whether

:huhnw of alavery for themselves, There wasa

i pendinz iu this Btate st the time for members of

E::p&u and Legislatare. Pending that canvass the
ts of the comprowmise, which just been adopted,

-and the corractoess of the principles on which it was

founded, were freely and anmdbdmm

When the Legislature a fow weeks thereaiter

the two Houses ded toreconsider the

the Ntate ocon on the slavery question

new pol lnbﬁll'l(.d by the compromise messures of

lswplhnnld render nwu’sury on the part of this State.

The Benate possed and the House concurred in & series of

resolutions, which 1 vegret to say I have not at mi' com-

s

mand this moment, but the snbstance of which is dis-
tinetly impressed upon my mind. In those resolutions

they repealed in form and terms the resclutions previ-
ously ted instrucling my colleague and myself to
vote for a probibition of slavery in all the newly-acquired

territories of the United Btates, They also approved in
those resolutions of each of the compromise measures of
1850, distinetly referring to and duﬂ:rihl;ﬁmh by name,
and especially they endorsed and approved of the orgsai-
zation of the new Territories without the * Wilmot provise”
baing attached to the same. These resolutions wereintended
and understood as being the firm apd deliberate expres-
sion'of the people of Illinois that this Btate, from 1hat pe-
riod and in the future, would stand upos aud spprove the
great principles upon which the compromise measures of
1850 were founded as n substitute for the obsolete theory
of & geographical line to separate free from slave terri-
tory. [Chbeers and great applause,

In nddition to thisseries of resolutions, the House of Re-
presentatives, who were the immedinte- representatives
of the people, and all of whom had been elected pending
the discussion of this question and with a view to the en-
dorsement of the principle contained in it, adopted another
series of resolutions, which should not only endorse the
compromise measures of 1850 as o satisfactory adjust-
ment of the points invelved in that coutroversy, but
should sanction the principice esserted asa rule of notion
to govern the Bepators nod Eepresentotives from this
State in a1l time to come. I will be purdoned for reading
that resolution : . !

“ Resolved, That onr liberty and independence are basod
upon the riglit of the people to form for themselves such gov-
ernmont as may choose, mnd that this grent privilege,
the birtbright of freemen, the gift of Heaven, secured to us
by the blood of vur ancestors ought to be déxtended to future
generations ; and no limitation ought to be applied to this
power, in the organization of any territoryof the United
States, of either s Territorlal government or State con-
stitution, provided the government so established gholl
he republican, and in conformity with the Constitutivn of the
United Stntes.” 2

This resolution, it must be borne in mind, was adopted
as ono of g series expressive of the opinions of the people
of Illinois through their representatives upon the right
of the people to settle tho slavery question for them-
solves, and ns an act of approval of the principle con-
tained in the compromise mensures of 1860 as s substi-
tute for both the Wilmot proviso and the poliey of a geo-
graphical line, Thus it appears that st that period the
representativesof the people of Ilinois regurded the prin-
ciple involved in the Nebraska bill as the “dirthright of free-.
men, the gift of Heaven, sccured to uy by the blood of our an-
cestors,” and declured that this principle * ought to he
extended to future generations.” In order to avoid all
doubt as to their meaning in ite application to territory
either now possessed or hereafter aequired, they declared
-that ** xo LimrraTioNn ought to be applied to this power
in the organization of Axy tervitory of the United Siates,
of either u YLerritorinl government or State constitution.”
Why the neceasity, after declaring this principle to be the
birthright of freemen, to say that no limitation should be
tolerated upon the power? By the Missouri compromise
the people of the Territories north of the parallel of 36°
807 were to be forever deprived of the right of exercising
¢ this- great privilege,” either whilo a Tervitory or after
their admission into the Union 28 Ststes. lnasmuch as
that line had bean abandoned and this great prineiple
substituted in liem thoroof, the represeutatives of the
people of Iilinois, evidently with express roference to this
old Missouri restrietion, declared in this resolution that
no limitation should be tolerated upon this right of the
people in any territory of the United Btates, whether
north or routh of 36° 80/, or whether in the territory now
possessed or to be hereoftér noquired. Could more clear
sud emphatic Janguage have been devised for the expres-

sentatives? Thi¢ resolution is also in perfect harmony
with those of the Semate to which I have referred, and
only differs from them in being more distinet and explicit
im the form of expression. Dy these resolutions my ool-
league aud myself were peremptorily instracted, so far ae
it was compeient for the representatives of the people to

brasks upon the principle contgined in the Nebraska bill,
whenever sajd Territories should be urganized. In pre-
paring the bill, therefore, in the form in which it now
stauds upon the statute-hook, 1 literally complied wirh
the slmost unsnimous wich and sentiment of the people
of IMlinuig s expressed in their resolutions. Du!, gince
such a violent erusade is now being waged sgainst this
‘mensure and the principle upon which it rests, i} may be
well to inquire who voted for the resclution? T have the
record before me, from which it will ‘be perceived that
every Democratic ropresentative present, without excep-
tion, voted for this resolution in the fuorm in which I have
read it. Was it reascmable to have expected, after the
Democratic party had thus approved of thia principle by
the auanimens vote of their representatives, that any De-
mocrat should rise up nod denounce me s o traitor for
doing that which 1 had been recommended to do by the
Demgeratic party of the whole State through their rep-
resentatives? [Loud and repeated applaunss.) Now, let
us see who voted against this reselution of instruction,
Here arve all the names: Adams, of Kane, Gage, of Me-
Henry, Nortan, of Will, and Bwan, of Lake, four in all;
three Abolitionists and oné Whig, who is now an Abolition
and Know-Nothing member of Congresa. Only four vetes
in the whole House, and euch vores! How is this ? Waere
there no Whigs in the House ! and, il so, how did they
vote ! Ilere are their numes: Adams, of Whiteside,
Allen, Arms, Beekman, Breckeuridge, Uruer, Bris-
tow, Edwards, of Madison, Emmerson, Hamilton,
Huteh, Hodges, Knupp, Miller, of Madison, Miller, of
Winnebago, Persinger, Pickering, Sing!auﬁa, Thomas,
Thornton.  Were not these all Whige good and true, and
the only Whigs who represented the people of Illinois in
the House at ‘that time? Instructed by the unanimous
vote of the Democratic party and the unnnimons vote of
the Whig party to allow “no limitation” upon the right
of the people of Knusas and Nebraska, or any other Ter-
ritory, to settle the slavery question for themselves, Iam
now denounced as a traitor for my fidelity to that prin-
ciple aud my obedience to that instruction. Do not mis-
understand me. Isuy now, what I have snid everywhere
in my speeches, that I do not offer this resolution of in?
struction as my reason for having incorporated this prin-
ciple into the Nebraska bill. [Cheers.] T ehould have
done so il I bad not been instructed; I ghould have done
80 il the people of 1llinois hud never expressed any opinion
upon the subject; I ehould huve done so because the prin-
ciple is right in itself, is just to the people of the Terri-
tories and of the new States to be formed thereof, is con-
sistent with the Constitution, and underiies our entire
system of Republican Government. [Eothusinstic cheer-
ing.] While I do not cite this resolution of instruction
a8 my reason for my fidelity to this great priveiple of
self-government and constitutional right, I confess that
it was h matter of satisfaction to me to know that while
doing my duty I had the recorded evidence of the ap-
proval of the two great political parties, embracing nive-
tenths of the whole people of Iliinois, [Aﬁuplausd.}»
The evidence that the Whig parfy as well ns the Demo-
oratic party wias solemnly pledged to sustuin and carry
out this principle does not stop here. One year after

azsembled at Baltimore to nominete their respective can-
didates for the Presidency nand Vice Presidency of the
United States. Thie Whigs adopted a platform in which
they pledged themsolves to stand by and cavry out the
compromise measarves of 1850, as a final setticment of
the slavery question “in substance and in, prineiple.”
They then nominsted Gen. Soott as their candidate for
the Prosidency and placed him erect upon that platlorm,
as containihg the principles which be and they were to
earry fnto effect in the event of bis eleotion. Gen. Scott
accepted the nomination (Lo use his own language) with
the resointions annexed. The Democratis party assem-
bled in National Convention at the same plece, and about
the same time nomivated Gen. Pierce ns our candidate
for the Presidency, and adopied a plstform in which we
also stood pledged to adbere to aud earry out the com-
promise measures of 1850 as o final seitlement of the
slavery controversy. What did we all mean when we de-

stance and in priteiple? Did we eliude to the past only
and not to the future? Did we wean that in all that
time there should never be another Territory.organized
of & naw State admitted into the Union ? Surely we coulid
not bave mweant that our immense tervitorial possessions
ehould forever remain savige wildernesses. And if new
o8 were to be formed, did we not all kuow that

some Abolitionist would instantly propose the Wilmot pro-
vigo of tho ordinance of 1757 againsi the right of the peo-
gh to settlo the slavery question? 1 repest, then, what
id we mean by that ge unless it was that the prin-

oi to be final and to be applied in all future time,

ver & new Territory wos to b orgavized or o now
?.-g totbe‘ mm: f:_l xm alteady shown that it m
of both Wh
':",'m 5, :
tion, and to be in all cases and under

sion of this iutention on the part of the House of Repre- |

paign of 1852 was, whether Pierce or Scott, the Demo-

oratic or Wn::am. would prove most reliable in
ing out the principles of the

of 1850, 1 remember that I gave

Whig

friends by intimating in
m and Ihﬂ B
form, was not entirely sound upon that
they § y and with some severity
%n nlllmesdura Whlg“ - .
wh::ru.n s proof
r%;n d refer to the fact that Henry Clay, the
embodiment of Whig principles, was the author of the
compromise of 1850; that :ﬂ.
the model Whiy Presi-

gntm champion ; and Fillmo
dent, gave validity to the ts by his Executive

| approval. Thus it was argued and claimed by the two
great politieal parties of the country that their fidelity to
the principles involved in those measures was indisput.
able and ought not to be calied in question, How far
that claim of fidelity has been sustzined is a question now
for the country to determine,

Withia four wonths safter the Presidential eleotion
Clom passed an uot to organize the Territory of Wash-
ington. This was the first Territory formed after the
adoption of the compromise measures of 1850. In order
to understand distinctly the provisions of that act, and
their bearing upon the present question, it is necessary
to bear in mind that the Territory of Washington former-
ly eonstituted & part of the Territory of Oregon, and that
Oregon was orgnuized on the 14th of August, 1848, with
o provision declaring the grdinance of 1787, for the pro-
hibition of sluvery, to be in foree in the whole of that
Territory. When the bill was ted to President
Palk for his signatuve he heei about signing it, upon
the ground of that glavery, prohibition ; but when he con-
cluded to do go he nocompanied his approval with a mes-
sage to the House of Representatives, where the bill origi-
natéd, in which he declared, in gubstance, that he signed
the bill with the understanding that the Missouri line
was to be extended to the Pacifie, and beeause s prohibi-
tion of slavery in Oregon would be consistent with the
Missouri compromise if thus extended, the whole of that
territory being north of 36° 80/, But he slso said in
the snme message that he never would have approved of
the bill eontaining that probibition under suy other cir-
cumstances than the gontident expectation that the Mis-
souri line was to be adhered to and carried outin the
mode suggested, When, however, the Missouri line was
abandoned, and the great principle of seli-government
substituted for it by the compromise of 1850, the ques-
tion naturally arose upon whet plun the Territery of
Wieehington should be organized.

By reference to the aet it will be soen that the ordi-
nance of 1787 prohibi.ting slavery in Oregon was omitted
in the bill organizing Washington; and, us if to reuder
the intention of the Legislature clear and cortain, the 12th
section of the bill provides what nots of Congress passed
prior to that date should be in force, and omitting, and
thereby excluding, the organic law of Oregon and the
ordinance of 1757 from being longer in force in the Ter-
ritory of Washington, Thus it appears that in the hill
establishing the Territory of Washington, which was the
first and only Territory created since the adoption of the
compromise of 1850, and before the introduction of the
Nebraska Dill, the probibition of slavery was not only
omitted, but a slavery prohibition, which had been for
several years in force in the Territory, wes absolutely re-
pealed, and the people allowed to settle the slavery ques-
tion for themselves, precisely asthey arein Utsh and New
Mexico, under the compromise of 1850, and in Kansas
and Nebraska under the act organizing those Territories.
How does iv happen that the tornado of virtuous ind gna-
tion against the Nebrasks bill, becnuse the prohibition of
sluvery was repealed in order to enable the people to
govern themselves, was not raized agninst the Washing-
ton bill, where a similar probibition was repealed, under
precisely the same circumstances? The journals show
that the Washington Lill passed the House by one hun-
dred majority, end thet neatly every Northern Whig
voted for it, ineluding the only Whig member from this
State, (R. Yarus,) and that it passed the Senate without o
division ; no ome feeliug disposed even to cull the yeas
and nays. Ten months after the Washington Territory
was established Iintroduced the bill to organize the Ter-
ritaries of Kansus and Nebragka; and, in order to corry
out in good faith the princigles of the compromise of
1850, o elause wus introduced torender the old prohibi,
tion of slavery inoperative and void and to leave the peo-
| ple free to form and regulate their domestio institutions
in their own way, subject only to the Constitution of the
United States. Now, those who voted for and sustained
the Washington bill are the loudest and the fiercestin
their denunciations of the Nebraska bill, when the two
measures ¢arry out precisely the same principle, in a dif-
ferent form of words, under circumstances ideatiosl in

instruet; to erganize the Territorics of Kunsas and Ne- |

these legislative resolutions were adopted the two parties.

olared that compromise to be a finsl seitiement In subd.

every raaterial point. )
|  Inow come to the consideration of those provisions of
| the Nebraska bill which have becn most fercely assailed,
{ 1t has been said, and every where repeated in the non-
| sloveliplding States, that it was the intention and legal
| effect of the mensure to extend slavery and to legislile it
into territory now free. It is certain that those who make
this churge have never read the bill or comprehended its
prineiples ; otherwise they stand convicted by the law it-
self of stating that which is exprossly contradicted by
the termas of the act. [t would be a positive viclation of
the principles of the Nebraskn bill either for Cougressto
extend or circamseribe the institution of slavery; either
to establich or abolish it; either to legizlate it into any
Territory or sut of any Territory. The law declares in
the 14th seotion: ** it being the true intent end meanin; of
this act not to legisiate slavery into any Lerritory or State,
wor fo rxclude it theryfrom, but to leque the people thereof per-
Seoily freeto form ond regulate their domestic inslitutions in
their own way, subject only to the Constitution of the United
States.””  [Applause.] 7
If the principle be right to allow the peaple to govern
themselves in all that relates to their domestic and inter-
nal policy, then the Nebraske bill is right. 1f that prin-
ple be wrong, the Nebraska bhill is wrong. Why should
not the people of Kansas and Nebraska be allowed to go-
vern themselves ¢ Are they not capable of self-govarn-
ment ! Who are they and whenoe did they come from that
they cannot be trasted with this eacred right ?  Did the
not emigrate from Illinois and Kentucky, from Peonsyl-
vanis sad Virginia, and the other States of the Union?
Were they not capable of deciding this slavery question
for themselves beiore they left their homesin the States?
No one doubts that. If so, will it be contended that these
people have lost their capancity to govern themselves
simply hecause thoy have demonetrated their spirit and
enterprise by moving & little further west in the grand
march of progress and civilization ? ; I repeat the ques-
tion, then, why should thoy not be permitted to exercise
this privilege, which has been devlared to be the birth-
right of freemon by our ropreseniatives in the Legisla-
ture, and which T say they eannot be deprived of without
being reduced to a condition of political boudage? [Ap-
plause,] The Abolitionists admit their willingness to al-
low the ‘gmple to oxercise this right in all other matters
except that of African slavery. Wby make this excep-
tion? Their answer is, beonnuse slavery is o horrid crime.
It it is orime, is that the only crime that the people of a
Territory and of the new States are called upon to pro-
vide against. Murder is supposed to be acrime, and rob-
bery and larceny ; yet I would be obliged to any man who
will show me an act of Congress providing for the pun-
ishment of either in any organized Territory of the United
States. Will it be said that Congress encournges and
supports murder; end robbery, and larceny ‘in the Terri-
tories beonuse, instead of establishing a eriminal code for
tho people, they huve grapted them a Legislature, and
left the people free to make their own laws and to form
their own eriminal code, through their own representa-
tives, elooted for that purpose? Thoy tell nsghat slavery
is an evil, affeoting ivjnriously the morals of both the
white and the black. If it be a0, iz it the only moral
evil that the people of the Territprics are called upon to
protect themselves against? I know many good and true
men who helieve that the use and sbuse, manufacture and
eale of ardent spirits is a grievous evil, injurisus to the
norals of the community; but I have never known auy
one of them to petition Congrese for the presnge of & fun-
dnmental snd irrevocable law ibat brandy shonld uever
be uged or introduced into any Territory of the United
Stutes or into any State hevouftor to be formed theve-
from. Nor Lave I ever known them to petition Congress
in favor of a geographieal line novcss the continent, tole-
ruting liquor on-one sllo and forever prohibitiog it on the
other, Our temperance friends undersinnd the Coneti:
tution and the principles of cur Government too well to
cnll upon Congress to legislate upon matiers so purely of
& local and domestic character, When they desive to
exert their energios for the suppression of the evils of in.
temperance they arein the havit of applying to the Le-
gislatures of the States and Terzitorics where they live for
the passage of all neadful lnws for the preservation of the
public morais. Why caunot the Aboiitionists learn the
trip theory of our Gavernment from the friends of tem-
perance, and trnst to the people af each State and Terri-
tory to make whatever laws aro neovssary for the public
morals and for the supprassion of crlme? They tell us
thnt the rights of the megro are too sucred to be comided
to the uncerinin and perilons protection of the people of
Tewritory. Aro they any miore sacred than the rights of
the white men? * They do not ohjectto giving the Legis-
latures of the Territories uniimited control ower all the
rights and nterests of white people, sulject to no other
limitstion than that which the Constitution imposes.
They are wi.!linf.!.o allow the Leg'i!'uﬂ%rb to presoribe and
Inte the relations of hushand and wife, t and
‘but they are shocked at the idea efmm:unm
to establish the relations

rd the rights of the negro as any more sacred than
the rights of their and children that they require.
8 hi vilization to protect the latter
the former? Why, then, shall we not trast the of
the Terr legislate for the negro as a8 the
white man?

The Abolitionists tell us that if we do this the ]

are sure to establish cluvery. How is that!?

‘& borrid crime, the people are sure to commit the
orime il you only give them a chanee! Slavery n mon-
strous evil, ? he people ure sure to infliet it upan
themselves u do not deprive them of the power!
The ohjection to allowing the people to make their own

Inws is that the people are sure to do wrong if you do not
restrain them. Ask the Emperor of all the Russias why
he does not atlow his Ewple to make their own laws, and
he will tell you that they will make bud laws if they had
@ chance. Ask hoy other despot on earth and you will
get u similar reply. The enemies of republican institn-
tions every whers justify their tyranny snd despotism
upon the plea that the people are certain to mnbul
Inws and to rain themselves if they ure wllowed to exer-
cise the right of self government. The point of differ-
ence between the Abolitionists and the supporters of the
Nebraska bill is this : They desire that the people of the
Territories, in matters concerning their local and domes-
tic policy, should be governed by the laws wmade by the

Cougress of the United States, without giving the people

who are to be affected by those laws any vote or voice in

the law-making mer. Where dil they derive that prin.

ciple?! G - wnd the Tories of the Revolution
claimed that the American Colonies, in matters nfecting

their domestie affuirs aod internal concerne, should be

governed by lawa made by the British Parlinment, with-

cut giving the Colouies auny voice or representation in
Parlinment. Our revolutionary fathers, while they were
willing to acknowledge their alleginuce to the imperial
Government in all things which related to foreign nffairs
snd imperial concern, denied the right of the Purliament,

or of any other power on earth, to make laws for them
affeoting thelr persons or property without their consent,

freely given by representatives elected by thomselves.

The deninl of this right by the British Government io
the American Colonies produced the revolution which
resulted in the establishment of our independence, Every
battle of that seven years' bloody strugzle was fought in
defence of the right of the Americnn Colonies to make
their own laws and blish their own domestio institu-
tions through their owa local Lepiclatures, The Consti-
tution of the United States was adopted for the purpose
of preservivg and maintaining the rights schieved by the
Révolution. The question now arises, shall the Congress
of the United States eaforce upon the people of the Ter-
ritories u principle so odious that the signers of the De-
cluration of Independence pledged to its resistance ¢ their
lives, their fortunes, and their sacred honors?” We stand
now where the patviots of the Revolution then stood,
claiming for the peopls of distant territories or colonies
the right of self-government in all things pertaining to
their local and internal concorns. Our opponents stind
where the Toriea of the Revolution stood, deaying that
right und claiming all power over them, upon the pretence
that they are incapable of protpeting themseives against
the injurious cousequences of their own acts. The Abo-
litionisth seek to excuse themselves for this flngrant vio-
lntion of the sacred right of melf-government upon the
ground thas the people of the Territories nnd new States
will certainly open the door to the introdaction of slavdry.
If this assertion should prove true it will not be pretend-
ed that any free man would thereby be deprived of his
liberty, or that the number of elaves in the United States
would be Isereased by the removal of a portion of those
on the east side of the Mississippi to the country on the
west of that noble stream, The only question is, whether
@ elave ghall be permitted to go into the Territoiies and
there remain with his master as such, or be compelled to
remain iu o state of slavery where he now is, The ques-
tion whenever siaves shonld be permitted to go inton
Perritory is ome which affects the people of a Territory,
and no one else. 1f the people waut them to come avd
reside among them, who has o right to interposs? But
does tho history of the country sustain the pesition as-
sumed, that, whether the people of any State or Terri-
tory are allowed to do es they please on this question,
they sre sure to decide in fuvor of 'the introduction of
slaves ! The same class of men who now hold the affirme-
tive of this proposition asserted in 1848 that uuless Con-
gress interposed and deprived the people of Californin of
the right to decide this question for themselves she would
Lecome o elave State, We were then called upon to yio-
late the great principle of self-goversment upon the
ground that slavery would overrun California and New
Mexico, nud all the territory acquired by the treaty of
peace with Mexico, unless Congress should prohibit it by

of "B7.

They succeeded in operating upon the prejudices and
credulity of the people until they procured legislative in-
structions from every non-slaveholding State, snve one,
in favor of the positive prohibition of slavery. Ias the
result sustained these predictions? Congress did not
adopt the Wilmot proviso; did not impose a prohibition
of slavery; did not deprive the peopis of those Territo-
ries ol the right to decide for themselves. The people
of Clifornia, whenleft perfectly free to do agthey pleased,
formod a coustitution prohibiting the introduction of
slaves, Californip, therefore, becawe a free State, not at
the hidding or by the dictation of Congress, but under the
operation of the prineiple of the Nebraskn bill. When

was npplicd 1o them, and they were left free to decide the
slavory question for themselves,
slnvery? The history of the country for the last six years
has {nlgified every prediction, exploded every theory, ne-
gatived every proposition urged by the Abolitionists wt
that day ; yet, in the fice of these facts and in contempt

theories and predictions, sustgined by the same argu-
ments, und urged with as much assarance and apparent
z2al ns if what they bad predicted of Culifornia snd thé
Territories had proved true instead of fulse, Where,
then, are the heneficinl resuits of their abolition dociring
which ealls upon Covgress to relieve the people from evils
which they are supposed to be incapable of avertivg?
From what foot of American soil have they drawn slavery
by ot of Congresg? When the Condtitation was adopted
the Union consisted of twelve sluveholding States aud one
noo-slaveholding State. Since that time slavery has been
abolished in gix out of those twelve sloveholding States,

mysterivus fnstrumeatality of the Wilmot proviso, or the
ordinance of 1787, ov the Missouri restriction ?

Slavery wassbholished in New Hampshire, Rhode I9land,
Conneaticut, New York, Fennsylvania, and New Jersey
under the operation of the prineiples of the Nebraska bill,
which, under the Constitution ¢f the United Btates, leave
the people of ensh State free to form and regulate their,
domestic indtitutions in their own way.

Witere, then, are the triumphs of the Congreasional in-
terference and dietation? The Abolitionist points to the
free institntions in 1llinois and the other States formed
from the old Northwest Territery, and attributes theee to
the ordinance of ‘87 prohibiting slavery. Is it true that
these Statesrejected slavery merely because of an obsolete
ordinance, which, Mr. Midison Informs us, was originally
passed without eonstitutivnal authority, sud which the
Supreme Court of the United States has decided to have
become vaid when the Donstitution was adopted ?  If so,
ow hoppena it that the people of these States, when re-
lieved from the operation of that ordissnce by being re-
ceived into the Union upan an eguelity with the original
States, did not ndopt slavery? Will it be contended that
1llinois nnd each etlice State formed ont of the North-
western Territory hae not the same right to eetablish or
abolish, intraduce or exclude slavery that Virginia or
Massachusetts hae under the Constitution? T do not re-
cognise the dootrine that there can be Insquality in re-
spitet to the rights and powers of the differcnt States in
this Govfederacy. Each State is an absolute sovercignty
in all things where the Coustitution of the United States
Las not imposed limitations, and whatever limitations
that instrument has placed upon any of the States applies
with vqual force to each of all the States, old and new,
slayeholding and non-dlaveholding., Nor is it competent i
for Congresk or any other power, B0 long as the Consti-
tution remains uuchanged, to impose & limitation, either
by thanamt of the Wilmot provise, or the ordinanoce of |
'S7, or tho }izsouri restriction, or hy any other name,
upon any ndw State cither now in the Union or hereafier
to bz sdmified which the Constitution has mot plueed |
upon all the Hie insist that the true and|
oaly feason why & exist in IMHnols ! |
¢ango the prople do not want it, sud consequantly h
probibiied it.” Nor is it historicaily tvae that slas
not exist or was not introduced into 1linois while a 1
ritorynizd nnder the restrictions of the ordinsace of’
Ly refercace to the code of Territorial laws adep
Vinctrnes ia 1807 by the Legislature of the Territory,
will be seen that the door was opened for the introdue-
tlon of siaves, and provision made for protectitz and en-
foreing the vights of the master. Under the influenc
aud protection of those laws Llinois beoame a slavehold-
ing Territery, and remained sugh until after Congress, in
1818, passed o law for her admission into the Union onan
equality with the original States in all respects what=o-
ever. Then the people of Llingis, being released from
any other limitation upon their rights than that of the
Federyl Constitation, und being left entirely free to forn
and regalate their domestic instiiutions to sait thex-
seives, determined in their State Cons.ltution, 18t. That
all persons owing serviee or labor in the State should ful-
fil the period of service; 2d. That nomore slaves shouid
be introduced into the State; 3d. Tlhat all children herc-
aficer born of slave parents should become free at o spe-
cified nge, and all persons born of slave parents after a
particular period should be free. I spesk from my genc-
ral recdllection, not having the old Constitution of Tllinois
before me, bat I do not think I can be mistaken in regard
to the substantial provisions of that instrument. m
these facts it that so long as Congress said that
the of should not have slavery, just so long
they did and would have it; but the moment that Con-
gressional interforence was and the t

]
1l

tIi'I

of self-government, as recognised in the N
::M,muww mm“ﬁ!;ﬂmaﬂgm,

the adoption of the Wilmot proviso or the ordinance |

Utah und New Mexico were srgauized the same principle-

Hove they established |

of past experience, they come forward now with the same |

Was this accomplished by act of Congress, or through the |

they, of their own choice and with refarcnce to their owa
welfure and prosperity, abolished and prohibited slavery.
LChwra.] I donot thank suy man for complimenting our

tate by sayicg we are the advocates of freedom and the
enemies of rluvery only becsuse nn unconstitutional or-
dinance of the year ‘87 would not let us be otherwise.
Nor am I willing to admit that, daring the peried of our
entire history as a State and in the formation of cur gon-
Stitutions ot diffcront periods, we have been degrad-
ed into o humiliating inequnlity with our sister States,
and have ull become philanthropists merely beeause the
ordinance of '87 weuld mot permit us to become slave-
holders. I repent sgain, where are the resuits of this
abolition principle that the power of Cougress is to be
exerted to drive slavery from our land ! Perbaps they
will point to Oregon us a country they lave reseued from
the awful doom of African slavery, Ttis true that in the
organic aot éstablishing that Tervitory in 1845 a section
was inserted applying the ordinance of *87 agninst slavery
to the whole of that Territery ; but it is also true that for

lived upder a provisional government, orcated by them-
selves aud for themselves, without any recogaition or pro-
tegtion from Congress or the authorities of the United
Stated, Dy reference to the laws enncted by the people
of Oregon under the provisional government it will be
seen that they had probibited slavery in that Territory
by a unanimous vote six years before Congress extended
its jurisdietion over it by establishing a Territorial zov-
ernment, At the time, therefore, that Congress extend-
ed the ordinance of '87 over Oregon it was a historical
fuot thatthere was not nman, woman, or child in the
wholo Territory who propossd er desird to intreduce
slavery. The whole extent of tiis abolition trinmph,
therefore, was to insuit a people by saying thet they
should nol have slavery six years ufter they Lad given
the most substantinl oud sutheritative evidence that they
would not bave it.

I therefore repeat, what I have often sald on other oc-
cnsivng, that this abolition doctrine of Congressional in-
terlerence has never suceceded in driving slavery from
one foof of American soil, sud that, wherever that insti-
tution has retired and yielded to other institutions, 1t has
been done in every instance under the quiet sud peace-
ful operation of that great principle of our Government
which allows every people to regulate and manage their
own internal affairs and domestic concerns to suit them-
salved. Where are to be found the pumerous and phi-
lonthropie results of this sholition agitation? Isit in
the improved condition of the slave in tiie Southern States ?
Is it not notorigus that at the time that this abolition
fanaticism at the North comménced its warfare upon the
domestio institutions of the South there was n powerful
purty, animated by high hopes of success, in Virginig,
Maryland, Kentucky, and Delaware, advocating the snme
line of policy there in favor of a gradunl system of eman-
oipation which had been recently congummated in Penn.
sylvanin, New York, and the Eostern States? Then to
advoonte emancipation in some portions of the Oid Do-
minion and in severnl other States was the most direct
roud to popular faver and to the highest political honors.
What bas produced the change? Go to those eminent
and now venerable stetesmen, or g0 maeny of them as still
survive, and ask thew why it wasthat they failed in these
great efforts that gave ther all their renown, and how it
happens now that they dare noet, with o due regard to the
gafety of the communities in which they live, give the
slightest conntenanse, maoh less notive support, to those
measures with which their fame Is identifind and for the
success of which theirhighest aspirations are ¢ nnected ?
Ask those questions, and you will receive the snme an-
gwer which I have often received from their lips: that
they would certainly have sucpereded in establishing o
graduil system of emancipation years ago but for the or-
ganization of the sholition societies in the North and the
erection of a powerful wectional party, with the avowed
object of making a fierce nnd indiscriminate war upon
the domestic institutions of the sections to which they be-
longed. When it beesme o warfure of gection ngainst sec-
tion, producing & etruggle for pelitical power, with the
throat that as soon as the Abolitionists ebtained the pre-
ponderance of power it would be exercized for the par-
pose of stirring up zervile insurrection, nccompanied by
all of its terrors, around their own family altars and fire-
#gides, in the land of their bivth, and sround the graves of
| thair fathers, they felt thémselvés compelled, by the
{ sirong instinet of self-preservution nud by all those holy

impulses which identified them with their brethren of the
Southern Btates, to mnke common canse in resisting a
violent and unconatitutionel aggression from without, and
wait wotil thet was accomplished before they should allow
themselres to be divided at home in efforts to correct or
romove what some of them esteemed s domestic evil.
Ench year that this Northern sgitation has been eontin-
ued, and in proportion s its power and its violence bave
incrensed, the people of those States bave become more
united and determined to maiutain their rights under the
Constitution and to resist aud repel aggression from what.
ever quartar nud at whatever bazard ; and, if we are per-
mitted to judge of the future from the history of the
past, there is no hope that the condition of the slave enm
be ameliorited so long as this gectional strife eontinues,
[npplause,] nor natil the people of the North as well as
the South shall recogmise and by their whole actions ac-
knowledge the right of the people of each State and Ter-
ritory, prepuvatory to admission inte the Union, to regu-
| Inte und degide this and cvery ¢ther question of internsl
policy for themselves, without interference of the Federal
Government or any other esrthly power.  Why shoald
this sectional strife be continued ! What good can roesult
from it either to the North or Socuth, to the white or
blaek ¢ Its fruits thus far have been nomitigated evil,
without oue redeeming result over which the philanthro.
pist or patriot has any reason torejoise ; and yet the con.
centrated effort i3 now heing made throughout the non-
slaveholding States to dissolve the two great political par-

%

new party—a great Northern Abolition party—whose eve-
ry principle breathes hostility to the constitutional rights
of one-half of the States of this Union, This new party,
although christened by its advocates with the name Re-
ful:ilc.m. its principles, as contuined in the resolutions,
ty convertions, nod pll other authoritutive expositions of
its oreed, are esrentindly abolition, 1lave bofore me the
creed of this new party, to which every Fusion or iepnb-
linan candidate throughout the whole North has been re-
guired to give in his udberence 18 o condition of support.
It provides, first, that the Missouri restriction or the Wil-
mot proviso shiall be restorsd to Kans:ig and Nebradha;
2d. For the repeal and entire abrogation of the Tagitive
slave law; 8d. To restrict slavery, by sot of Congress, to
the States in which it exists; 4th. To prohibit the ad-
misgion of any more slave Sates into the Union; &th,
To exclude slavery from all the Territories over which
the General Government has exclusive jurisdiction; 6Gth.
To resist the Requisition of any more Territories unless
slavery thercin shall be forever prohibited.

These articles of faith are followed by arecolution that
this new party “ will support no man for oflice under the
General or State Guvernment who is not positively com-
mitted to the snpport of these principles, sud whode per-
sonal ehxracter and condnct j& not a guaranty that he is
reliable, nnd shall ahjure all old party tivsand ghligations.”
Thaese nro the conditions wpon which Whigs uud Demo-
arats are invited to abandon their old party organizntions
and principles and to join the Abolitionists, under the
uow pome of the Repoblican party. Why should Demo-
orats und Whigs who hiave been faithful to their prinei-
ples and who conscicentionsly believe what they profess
changa their names? What have they done to render it
nocossary for them to clhange their old names?  Honest
men seldom change their nnmes. There is snother clags
wio frequently find it politic todoso, T am sure that vo
Diemaocrat who has besn true to his {aith and to Lis duly
has discovered any ronson for being ashomed of the
name, and L would regret to learn that any Whig who
was o faithful diseiple of Clay and Webster would desire
to disown either the name or tho faith so soon after thoss
great championa of their enose had been consigned to the
tomb. But, while names ave only important as designat-
ing substontial thinge, it may not be improper to invite
the attention of Whigs and Democrats to this new politi-
cul creed. The first thing which strikes uy as remarka-
Lle is that each plank o the pintform ia sectiona! and not
national. No man can embrace avy one of the proposi-
ions in the North and carry it one mile south of the main

o | ehannel of the Ohio viver, Back propoesition breathes doad-

ly hostility ta ‘the Sonth aund to their domestic institu-
ticns; each proposition disolosca the delibercte purpose

! to mnke war upon' the institutions of oné kalf of tho

Btates of the Union, in atier disregard of the Constitution
¢ United Swtes,  When did either of these propo-
sitions become an article of faith; eitherin the Whix or
Domogratio creed ¥ By the Daltimore platform of '52,
8% [ inve had goension to remark, the Whig party ns well
as the Democratio party solemnly pledged hnsel! to stand
by and carry out in good faith the compromise measures
of 1850 in substance and in priveiple. Was not the Wi
mot proviso and the policy of probibiting slavery by act
of Congress in the Territoties uhandoned in thut compro-
mise, aud in leu of it the right of self-government, sub-
ject to the Constitution, substituted ? Was not the fugi-

J
tive glave law one of Mr. Clay’s compromise measures of
1550, to which both partics were pledged in 1852 1 low
does it happen that not two years ugo no mag conld be o
Whig, no man ¢ould bo a Democrat and be in good stund-
ing with his party as professing orthodox primeiples, un-
less he wis in favor of earryiug out that provisiva of the
Constitution, and thelaws in atd of it, which provides for
the rendition of lugitives from labor? And now Whigs
and Democrats are ealled upon to maks a fusion with
Abolitiouists on the usrua condition that this provision
?t :::n L‘-::nimtion ::d the laws enacted in obedience tl::
t repealed entirely abrogated. Did not
oom measures of 1850 declare in 20 many words
that the Terrltories of Utah and New Mexico, or any
part of either of them, should be received into the Union
either with slayery or without, as their respective con-
stitutions should presoribe at the time of admission?

| of ever Whig snd

ten years prior to that period the people of Oregon had -

'plnints of the **rude hand of vio

Two years ago this was s fundamental article in the ereedl
affirmed it

. auid he by his
vote either for Scott or Pierce, whichever way he H
but now every Whig and every Demoerat who does mok
diate this solemn pledge contained In the compro-
of 1850, and reject the great principle of State rights
embodied in it, is to be denounced as no Republican and
denied ndmission into the black Bepublican party.

Thus yon may take onch article in the creed of this
pew party, sud you will find that it is a principle alw
udvoented by the Abolitionists, but never mﬁon«ig
say National Cenvention, Whig or Democratio. The Whigs
and Democrats who join this new party are not only re-
gquired to sbandon the ereed und the principles they
Litherto professed, and in lieu of them to embrace
abolition fuith wnd conform to the abolition creed, but
still they are denied admission unless they will go fua~
ther and ubjure not ouly the usme of Whig sad Demeo-
erat, hut abjure all allegisnce and ties bi them to
either of the two great parties of the country.
must not be allowed even to pay & decent respest to the
memory of the party to which they have belonged, but
their character and conduct are to be such as to furnish
conclusive evidence that they have shjured every tlz
dear to them in the pary, and therefore may be re
upon as heing pure; sud unadulterated Abolitionists im
the {uture, 1fear, from my observations in this State for
the last few months, that the whole Whig party, with
here and there an exoeption, hus beon surprised in the
night time by the abolition army sud all taken prisoners
aud retained captive in the abolition sawp, without o sin-
gle man hoving escaped to tell the sorrowful tale of their
misfortunes. [Langhter.] Iow many Demoerats have
beon mede prisoners by Abolitionists will he doder-
miued by the recent election when the full returns shall
be received. 1t is obyious therefore that, nnder the ez~
isting stato of things, there are bit two great parties lefk.
in the Northern Ststes: the ore is the Natioual Demse-
cratic party, with principles ns broad ps the Republic and
as invarinble ss the Coustitetion; and the other n sec-
tional party, whose principlesiare confined in their ope-
ration o the non-slaveholdiug States, nnd whose view of
their constitutionsl obligation cunsists in stimulating the
possions, and exciting tho pride, and srousing the prejo-
dices of the North to u war of dendly hostility aud exter
minstion of the South, subjeet to no other limitations
thian that which fuuaticiem may impose upon their mad
career. How long can this glorious Union lust after the
destinies of the eountry shall be confined to the
sion of & party which claims all the benefits that the Con-
stitution guarenties to thew, but decies all obligation o
ybserve or obey its mandates where it aifords protection
to the institutions and righls of ome-half of the States
composing this Republic! Wby should any patriotic eisi-
zen engage in the crusade of the North agninst the Sonth ®
How much will philanthropy, or humanity, or constita-
tional Liberty gain if the war should be successful® Is '
there no man here whose heart beats in unison with =
heart south of the Potomae or Obio? Is there no bosom
here which throbs for the fute or happiness of a mother
or o sister in the Southern Stutes?  Are there no ties, mo
memories, no glories which we all hold in common and
cherish with s devotion equully pure and holy, withont
reference to the State that gave us birth or in the vieissi-
tades of fortune has hecome ourhome ¢ [Loud applavse.§

1a conclosion, my friends, permit me to say that there
isnothing in the result of the recent elections which
should dampen our ardor or induce vs ta relax our emer-
gies. It is evident, from the returns in all the States
where elections have been recently held, that they nve the
result of o coalition bietiween incongroous and irreconcila-
bie elements which cannot loug be helid together in har-
movious action. [Cheers.] y ;

It is an invariable law of political sction that conlitions,
when onece sucoesaful, cannot hold together in the pext
suceeding campaign. Hostile factions, like allied armies,
may act in concert in the face of a common foe, but they
full to picces over the responsibilities and spoils of we-
tory. [Applanse.] 2

Thus it will be in Pennsylvania, Ohio, Indinon, snd
wherever clse the ailied forges of Abolitionism, Whigism,
and Know-Nothingism have by stratagem obtained s pmr-
tis! vietory over the Demecratio party.  They must now
nct affirmotively and by their united votes redecm all the
pledges that esch fuction has made, or the coalition wilk
be instantly dissolved. Will they venturp, in order to
retain the support of the Abolitionists, to. repeal the fu-
gitive slave law, to abolich slavery in the Distriot of Co-
lumbiz, and to prohibit the elave trade between- the
States ! Or, in order to vetnin the co-operation of the
Kunow-Nothing cabal, will they abolish the nataralizatiom
laws and proscribe a large portion of the Amerieam
people beoausge of religious faith or their place of birth ¥
Never! They dare not ! :

Hence, my friends, let us be of good cheer ; all is weil.
Though the heavens sre partially overcast, the clovds are
passing away. The prospect of a glorious day was never
trighter. [Cheers.] Let us stand firm by our princi-
ples ; they are the principles of the Constitution, of the

Union, of that great Demoevitis pacty which has so lomg
coutrolled the destinies of the nation, which has conduect-
ol us to a position of greatness and power that challenges
the admiration of every eniightemed peopie, and whick
cannot be abandened without destroyiog the last hepe of
the enslaved znd down-trodden musses throughoet the
world. [Applouse.] Let there be X0 coxpromisss with
the enemy, for they aro the enemies of the country: ae
concessions to the pernicious and batelul isms of the dey.
[Applause.] Let us unfurl our baoner to the hattle and
breese, haviog inseribed upon its ample folds * The Com-
stitution avd the Union, State rights and the right of
the People to self-government, perfect religions tolevs-
tion, and no prosoription of American citizens wherever
born, [Cheers of applanse.] Let it flost proudiy amidst
the raging storms, for they will be as brief as furious.
They may beat agsinst the Rock of Democracy en which
that epsign is planted, but it will not be moved. Leng
nlter the sgitated waters have subsided it will stand ons
in its invineibility, sod no man necd fear for the ship of
Stnte while it is anchored to its everlasting base, [Lend
and long-continued cheering.]

R N .

THE UNITED STATES AND MEXICH.

The annexed letter, which we find copied into the
Udon, being on internutionnl matters, it is due te
our Minister to Mexico, ss well s to pur relations
with Mexico, that we place it in our columns :

Leaatios or Tug Uxrren Svares,
Mexico, Novesmpsr 4, 1554,

Drar 8ir: I read with no liitle mortification the repud-
lication of au article in your journal, from n Texes paper,
hegded ** Auother Qatrage in Mexico.” The painful dis-
clasure of * three Ameriesn citizons coufined for four
years in a stone and filthy dufigoon,” and tortured withost
trial or legal condemnation, coupled with the public ap-
peal, **for the sake of humanity let there be something done
in the matter. If & citizen of the United States lLins soy
protection sbroad let it be koown. For what ohject do we
have p Minister in Mezico?" comr2 through s jonrond
from tho native city of this Legation that makes the vo-
proof the more painful.

It is true the statement of the aggrieved parties,
** having atscveral times written letters to the Americam
Minigter at Mexico,” is qualified with the charitable
apology ¢ that it s enppored that he bns never received
them.” The highly respected gentlemen from Georgis,
Mississippi, Arkansas, uud Tenpesses had their sywpa-
thies very properly excited at soenes of protracted suffer-
ings whioh they were permitied to witpess. Vhen st
Dursngs, however, and whore there is no Consul or Unit-
ed Btates ngent to wotch over American interests, {the
distaneo from the eapitnl not exceedicgtwo handred snid
fifty miles,) a communication diregt to the Miuister
would have commanded cariier attention and relief tham
intelligence (conveying reprocr{ thirough cirouitons and
ungertain public channelsy which nocidentally fornd m
pleon in the columns of one of the journals reccived %
this Legation.

It was fortunnte in this respect, s it detsiled com-

¢"” townrds Americums
t siould beknown.
jost in instituting nm
ona! puteage detai
st opportunely, there
ability nod character
engaged in busicess at Du this Legation bas avail-
od itsolf of his servicos to seeure s thovough investige-
tion of the eauses of srrest and of the eruel penalties in-
flicted. Thers need bo no alarm or apprehension that
the pledges of the inavgural will not be' redsemed to the
fall measurs clreclunntion by this Legatisn,

In justice to thoss, however, who have preceded the
presunt mbent in the responsibilities of the Moxiesn
mission, it ought to be snid that, vn a ponderons docket
of wrongs to persons nnd property fonud on regord, and
all of which bad been adjnsted in the provisions of m
treaty which the rejection by the Senate has ill-advisedly
reopentd for unpleasant litigntion, the eutragesus pre-
ceerdings against Shicley, Rodgers, and Gaines sre nek
woted. The records in the oflice expose no gorrespondenece
on the pubject, nor ere thero any jost prounds for the
belief that any letters nddressed on the subject of griew-
nnces by Awmerican citizeny have either been negleeted or
interoepted.

Whatever may be the intimations of violations of seals
during the periods of distrust and alarm, the mails, from
the experience of the uw , bave been con<ucted
with regularity aud punctuality, and the suspicions of
the abominutions intimated arise from the external break- '
mo‘rim:hmorw:hmm of this
Legation throughout Mexico has not been seri inter-
rupted. Oﬁ;;::l letters to the Rio Gnndlml:lr’u bern
R

citizens where it wos most imporia
There bas been no time, th
inguiry into the statemen
in the Bvening News: o
an  American citizon

regularly H Mﬂ, sinoe the disturbances
in that quarter, public agents have complained that they
have not unmufm privilege of the first L

¥y

JAMES GADSDEN.
Colonel Crxwmgnan,
Editor of the Charleston News.




